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I. Minor informalities 

1. Page 4. Li. 3 "generallyrepeated" should read "generally repeated" 

2. Claim 4: "an" should read "a." Appropriate correction is required. 

II. Claim Rejections -35 (JSC'S 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention 

1 . Claim 1 0 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 

to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 

invention. 

1.1. Claim 10 recites the limitation "said cage" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 

III. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set 
forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over PRATT (US 4,655,671) 

in view of BECK (US 5,934,863). 
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1.1. With respect to claim 1, PRATT discloses a dolly defined by a base piece conformed for 
receipt on the ramp, the dolly supporting a cradle, the cradle conforming to the hull of a 
personal watercraft, the base including rolling means and the base including attachment 
means (Col. 3 Li. 4-6). PRATT fails to teach the cradle having ribs. BECK teaches a cradle 
having ribs. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify PRATT with 
the ribs of BECK to evenly support the craft and restrict lateral movement of the craft. 

1.2. With respect to claim 2, PRATT in view of BECK teaches all elements of claim 1. PRATT fails 
to teach the ramp including a forward stop for limiting the forward translation of the base. 
BECK teaches a forward stop for limiting the forward translation of the base. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify PRATT with the forward stop of BECK 
to limit the travel of the ramp and watercraft and counteract the pull of the belt, enabling the 
craft to be held firmly in place on the carrier. 

2. Claims 3-9 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over PRATT (US 
4,655,671) in view of BECK (US 5,934,863) and in further view of BURKEY (US 2,492,841). 
2.1. With respect to claim 3, PRATT in view of BECK teaches all elements of claims 1 and 2. 
PRATT additionally teaches the rearward and pivotal movement of the ramp PRATT fails to 
teach a counterbalancing spring. BURKEY teaches a counterbalancing spring. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify PRATT with the counterbalancing 
spring of BURKEY for urging the personal watercraft rearward, thereby facilitating loading and 
unloading by a person of average strength. 
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2.2. With respect to claim 4, PRATT in view of BECK and BURKEY teaches all elements of claims 
1, 2 and 3. PRATT additionally teaches a wheel assembly selectively engageable with the 
base. 

2.3. With respect to claim 5, PRATT in view of BECK and BURKEY teaches all elements of claims 
1, 2, 3 and 4. PRATT additionally teaches a handle selectively engageable to the base for 
manually controlling the translation thereof (Col. 2 Li. 66-68). 

2.4. With respect to claim 6, PRATT discloses a dolly defined by a base piece conformed for 
receipt on the ramp, a cradle conforming to the hull of a personal watercraft mounted on the 
base, rolling means on the rear of the base, the base including attachment means, the 
rearward movement of the ramp and dolly, the rearward movement causing pivotal motion to 
an inclined alignment (Col. 4 Li. 37-40). PRATT fails to teach the cradle having ribs. BECK 
teaches a cradle having ribs. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify PRATT with the ribs of BECK to evenly support the craft and restrict lateral movement 
of the craft. PRATT also fails to teach a counterbalancing spring. BURKEY teaches a 
counterbalancing spring. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
PRATT with the counterbalancing spring of BURKEY for urging the personal watercraft 
rearward, thereby facilitating loading and unloading by a person of average strength. 

2.5. With respect to claim 7, PRATT in view of BECK and BURKEY teaches all elements of claim 
6. PRATT fails to teach the ramp including a forward stop for limiting the forward translation of 
the base. BECK teaches a forward stop for limiting the forward translation of the base. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify PRATT with the forward stop of 
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BECK to limit the travel of the ramp and watercraft and counteract the pull of the belt, enabling 
the craft to be held firmly in place on the earner. 

2.6. With respect to claim 8, PRATT in view of BECK and BURKEY teaches all elements of claims 
6 and 7. PRATT additionally teaches a wheel assembly selectively engageable with the base. 

2.7. With respect to claim 9, PRATT in view of BECK and BURKEY teaches all elements of claims 
6, 7 and 8. PRATT additionally teaches a handle selectively engageable to the base for 
manually controlling the translation thereof. 

2.8. With respect to claim 12, PRATT discloses a dolly defined by a base piece conformed for 
receipt on the ramp, a cradle conforming to the hull of a personal watercraft mounted on the 
base, rolling means on the rear of the base, the base including attachment means, the 
rearward movement of the ramp and dolly, the rearward movement causing pivotal motion to 
an inclined alignment. PRATT fails to teach the cradle having ribs. BECK teaches a cradle 
having ribs. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify PRATT with 
the ribs of BECK to evenly support the craft and restrict lateral movement of the craft. PRATT 
also fails to teach a counterbalancing spring. BURKEY teaches a counterbalancing spring. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify PRATT with the 
counterbalancing spring of BURKEY for urging the personal watercraft rearward, thereby 
facilitating loading and unloading by a person of average strength. 

3. Claims 10-11, and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over PRATT in 
view of BECK and BURKEY, and in further view of FIREHAMMER (US 5,002,299). 
3.1. Examiner assumes "said cage" refers to the cradle. With respect to claim 10, PRATT in view of 
BECK and BURKEY teaches all elements of claims 6 and 7. PRATT fails to teach a plurality of 
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orthogonal ribs, and a plurality of rollers mounted on the ribs. FIREHAMMER teaches a 
plurality of orthogonal ribs, and a plurality of rollers mounted on the ribs. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify PRATT in view of BECK and BURKEY with 
the rollers of FIREHAMMER in order to facilitate positioning of the personal watercraft on the 
cradle. PRATT also fails to teach the ribs cantilevered from each side of the lateral sides of the 
base. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to cantilever the ribs over each 
side of the base in order to accommodate personal watercrafts of varying sizes, since such a 
modification involves a mere change in the size of a component. Cantilevering the ribs over the 
edges of the base, therefore, does not patentably distinguish over PRATT in view of BECK and 
in further view of FIREHAMMER. PRATT also fails to teach the rollers mounted between the 
ribs. FIREHAMMER teaches rollers, substantially the same in structure and in function, as 
those claimed by applicant. The rollers in FIREHAMMER are mounted to the top of each rib. 
Applicant mounts the rollers between parallel and adjacent ribs, as opposed to on top of the 
ribs. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to mount the rollers between 
parallel and adjacent ribs since rearranging of parts involves only routine skill in the art. 

3.2. With respect to claim 11, PRATT in view of BECK and BURKEY, and in further view of 
FIREHAMMER teaches all elements of claim 10. PRATT additionally teaches a wheel 
assembly selectively engageable with the base, and a handle selectively engageable to the 
base for manually controlling the translation thereof. 

3.3. Examiner assumes "said cage" refers to the cradle. With respect to claim 13, PRATT in view 
of BECK and BURKEY teaches all elements of claim 12. PRATT fails to teach a plurality of 
orthogonal ribs, and a plurality of rollers mounted on the ribs. FIREHAMMER teaches a 
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plurality of orthogonal ribs, and a plurality of rollers mounted on the ribs. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify PRATT in view of BECK and BURKEY with 
the rollers of FIREHAMMER in order to facilitate positioning of the personal watercraft on the 
cradle. PRATT also fails to teach the ribs cantilevered from each side of the lateral sides of the 
base. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to cantilever the ribs over each 
side of the base in order to accommodate personal watercrafts of varying sizes, since such a 
modification involves a mere change in the size of a component. Cantilevering the ribs over the 
edges of the base, therefore, does not patentably distinguish over PRATT in view of BECK and 
BURKEY and in further view of FIREHAMMER. PRATT also fails to teach the rollers mounted 
between the ribs. FIREHAMMER teaches rollers, substantially the same in structure and in 
function, as those claimed by applicant. The rollers in FIREHAMMER are mounted to the top of 
each rib. Applicant mounts the rollers between parallel and adjacent ribs, as opposed to on top 
of the ribs. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to mount the rollers 
between parallel and adjacent ribs since rearranging of parts involves only routine skill in the 
art. 

3.4. With respect to claim 14, PRATT in view of BECK and BURKEY, and in further view of 
FIREHAMMER teaches all elements of claim 13. PRATT additionally teaches a wheel 
assembly selectively engageable with the base, and a handle selectively engageable to the 
base for manually controlling the translation thereof. 
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IV. Conclusion 

1. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 

directed to Charles N. Greenhut whose telephone number is (571) 272-1517. The examiner can 
normally be reached on 7:30am - 4:00pm EST. 

2. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Eileen 

D. Lillis can be reached on (571) 272-6928. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

3. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 

Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications 
is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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